graduates. In addition, each subject was rated by 7 to 11 close associates on each of 20 bipolar rating scales, 4 scales tapping each of 5 peer-rating factors. These peer ratings were used as criterion variables to be predicted by the 16PF scales and by the O-A Battery. The O-A Battery measures were slightly more highly related to one peer-rating factor (Culture); the 16PF scales were slightly more highly related to another (Conscientiousness); and the two sets of test variables were essentially equivalent in predicting the other three factors (two of which showed no significant relationships with either instrument). The lack of any consistent superiority of the objective test scores over the questionnaire scales, coupled with some criticisms of the objective tests on purely logical grounds, should make one cautious in accepting the claims being made for the comparative validity of the O-A Battery.
Individual differences can be assessed in at least three different media, namely via Life (L) data, Questionnaire (Q) data, or Objective Test (T) data (see Cattell, 1957) . The distinction between L data and Q or T data is reasonably clear: L data refers to behavior in situ (within the ongoing stream of life), whereas both Q and T data are constrained by experimental stimulation or laboratory control. Within the traditional psychometric paradigm, L data are often assigned the critical role of the dependent variables or the criterion behaviors to be predicted, and these predictions are typically generated from measures based on either Q or T data.
While the field of psychological assessment has become heavily saturated with personality questionnaires and inventories (see Goldberg, 1971) , Cattell Cattell, 1957; Cattell & Warburton, 1967; Hundleby, Pawlik, & Cattell, 1965 Cattell and Warburton (1967) numbers over 400, yielding well over 2,000 scores. Consequently, the results presented in this report must be understood as limited to only a subset of the total set of objective tests currently available.
Procedure

Overview
As part of a larger study (Norman, 1963) (Allport & Odbert, 1936) , which was subsequently reduced, clustered, and factor analyzed by Cattell (1947 Cattell ( , 1957 and more recently was studied intensively by other investigators, including Tupes and Christal (1961), Norman (1963) , and Norman and Goldberg (1966 sures ! &dquo; (Cattell & Warburton, 1967, p. 35).
Unfortunately, as has been argued elsewhere (Goldberg, 1968) , this definition shifts the criteria for establishing objectivity from the test materials and instructions to the introspections of Table 5 Significant 
